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1- ■ The CHAIRMAI'^ (India): I declare open the 296th plenaiy meeting of the 
Conference of the Eighteen-Natxon Coianattee on Disarmament. 

2. Mto FOSTER- (United States of America) r I have asked for the floor to 
report the outcome of the co--ChaJ.rmen^ s deliberations with respect to the recess e 

3. The United States proposed a recess untJil Tuesday^ 9 May 1967 <, because of the 
need for further allied consultations on draft language for a non-proliferation 
treaty, primarily concerning the article dealing with international safeguards on 
the peaceful nuclear activities of civil nuclear Powers o l^ Government concluded 
that the business-like way of proceeding with the negotiations of the Eighteen- 
Nation Committee on Disarmament was to present draft treaty language to the Committee. 
A number of other members of the Committee have urged us to do so as soon< as possible; 
and I must inform the Committee that I see no way to do it before the end of the 
proposed recess period. This resuJ„ts from the need for further allied consiLL-tations, 
a condition recognized by the eight-nation Joint Memorandujn on Non-proliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons (ENDC/178)^ to which we have referred before. 

Up Having concluded that businesslike discussions cou3,,d not begin until we had a 
draft, my delegation proposes that the spring recess come earlier this- year and that 
it extend for six weeks. My co -Chairman has advised me that he has no objection to 
this proposal. I can therefore report that your co-Ohairmen recommend a recess 
until 9 May 1967. 

5. I recognize that subjects other than non-«proliferation are before this Committee. 
My delegation has not wished to divert the Committee from its most important task ™ 
the achievement of a non-proliferation treaty. The co«-Chairmen have not proposed 
any limitation on the right of other delegations to discujss other subjects, and we 
are not proposing one now. Some delegations have already referred to other 
subjects, and I assume they will do bo when we meet again. 

6, My delegation wiU. exert ever/ effort during the recess to achieve a draft that 
can be placed before the Committee as the joint recommendation of the two co--Chairmen. 
y^ Government continues to believe that there is no more important problem before the 
world than to stop the spread of nuclear weapons'. '""A treaty to'" this end must be • 
achieved, or the chances of igniting the flame that can incinerate the world will 
increase many-fold with each passing year. 
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^' %■> „.BSRGSTRO,M (Sweden): I wish to say that my delegation is not happy 

about this suggestion of a recess of six weeks. vfe think that such a- step could be 
interpreted in our own countries, as well as in other countries, as a failure by the 
Exghteen-Nation Coinmittee to come to grips with the important work-load that has been 
entrusted to the Conference by the United Nations General Assembly. 
8. we consider that the Committee has indeed precious little time to obtain results 
on non-proliferation, as well as on other items, and that a long recess at the 
beginning of its session woul.d diMnish instead of enhance the possibilities of 
positive results. ir/e cannot see clearly why discussions could not continue here 
parallel with the consultations needed within alliances. There are several important 
items connected with the non-proliferation issue which coiild be usefuJ-ly discussed, 
such as the question of guarantees that has already been mentioned by several 
delegations. There are, also, of course, as xss;/ delegation- has mentioned earlier, 
other important aspects of disarmament which we shall have to discuss sooner or later 
if we are to fulfil the mandate of the General Assembly (M1X3/1S5) . 
9- 'vihy not open up -that discussion immediately after Easter? Should the majority 
of the Committee not object- to the proposal for a recess, we will not press our point. 
But what Ve do want to press for ds a clear indication by our co-Chairmen that this 
recess will not mean that the Committee will be deprived of the possibilities of 
really negotiating a non-proliferation treaty, and that we shall not thus be 
confronted with a text on a take-it-or-leave-it basis. -We expect that when we 
assemble here again we shall have from the co-Chairmen a joint proposal of a text 
which we shall then discuss together -^- all of us in this Gommittde. ^ The -United 
Kingdom representative j Lord Chalf ont , said at our last meeting — ^and I fully- agree - 
with him — that "any long delay in getting a non-proliferation- treaty now may mean' 
no treaty at all.". (ENX/PV.295, para. 37) ' 

10. VJhatever the decision of the Committee may be oh a recess, we hope — and we 
count upon it — that the preparatory work already started will continue within and 
among delegations in order to enable us to • reach speedy and good results the moment 
we have a draft text to base our deliberations upon. For our part, we should thus 
be prepared and even anxious to use the recess period for continued work within the 
group of the eight non-aligned countries. As you yourself are well aware, Mr. 
Chairman, the studies imder way in that group point towards useful clarifications 
and, I trust, constructive results. 
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11* The GHAIIMaN (India): I should now like to say a few words oh behalf of 
the delegation of India ♦ 

12. The proposal, for a recess until 9 May recommended by the tvio co-Ghairaien is 
before us. As far as the delegation of India is concemedj in these matters^ unless 
very important and over-riding questions of policy are involved , it would not like to 
go against the recomiuendation of the co«€hairmen. Therefore^ we would not say that 
-we are against the proposal. At the same txme^ the Indian delegation shares some of 
the misgivings voiced by Ambassador Bergstrom of Sweden, and aJ^so supports some of 
the suggestions made by hxm. 

13 • As we know, many delegations in this Committee have been talking in terms of a. 
treaty which should be a comprehensive and genuine treaty on non-proliferation, a 
treaty which should solve the real problem of proliferation* Some of us, including 
the Indian delegation, have from time to time made various suggestions for attaining 
that particiilar objective o 

14. In that context it has been suggested by some of the nucl'ear-weapon Powers that 
it might be advisable, to have concurrent di.scu0sions of various issues, that it 
might be better not to have various issues in one treaty, ' and that we might have 
simultaneous solutions of different issues — including some of the issues raised by 
Ambassador Bergstrom* This was an ideal opportunity of dealing with those issues 
concurrently and simailtaneously, as suggested by the nuclear -weapon Powers, and we. 
share the regret of the Swedish representative* We should have preferred a short 
recess now^^~ particularly as the recess' is required for further allied consultations 
on one small, specific matter Concerning the draft text of the treaty — and perhaps 
a longer recess after the treaty had been presented, So that all of us could have had 
time to consult oiir Governments, and our Governments tijne to consult parliaments, 
public opinion and the Press. That would have been much more productive. At the 
same time this is, as I said before, a matter in which we are quite happy to be guided 
by the recommendation of the two co«€hairmeno 

15 • Mr. AZEREiX) daJSILJEIRA (Brazil) s My delegation has some doubts about the 
advisability of a long recess in our work at this time. In our view a long recess • 
might prove to be unhelpful to the continuation of a full and constructive debate in 
the Eighteen-Nation Committee on the question of the non-proliferation of nuclear 
x^reapons. i^e share the views of the representatives of Sweden ajid India in this 
connexion, and support the statements they have just made. 
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160 }ir^_i[TMlsO MAC IAS (Mexico) ( translat ign^^j^r^jn^Sgam^ The position of the 
Mexican delegation with regard to our programme of work and the other procedural 
problems connected vdth it has always been to support the suggestions presented jointly 
bj the co<«Ghaii:man of our CoMtiittee after oonsiiltation with the other delegations « 
We see no reason to change that position now; and we would simply express the thought 
that J, if the progress of oui* work requires it^ the recess that woixld begin nov/ should 
take the place of the one that we usTia.lly have in June« 

17c Mr_._jgiALL^ (United Ara,b Republic) ( translation^ from French) i % delegation 
would have preferred us to oonti^u© the work we began barely a month agoj . but if the 
two co-Ohairmcui have suggested a recess^ vre are quite certain they had vexy serious- 
reasons for doing soo That is why v/e have no objection to this recess « 
18 o Nevertheless^ in icy delegation's opinion^, this recess should be put to good uss, 
not only in order to hold consultations among allies but also to examine very 
thoroughly the viev/s expressed here, by various delegations of the noh-align.od 
countries concerning the non-proliferation treaty. We could hope in that v;ay to 
bring- our work to a f ruitfiil stage ^ so that when we resume oux meetings we should 
really have something \^hich woiild talce into ' account^ not only certain regional 
considerations or interests ^ but at the same time all the amd^eties of the non- 
aligned countries J which^ I gather ^ represent two--thirds of th^ worlds 
19. I. share also the view expressed just now by the Swedish delegations : that^ 
although we all x-^dsh to have a ^^ ripe** draft before us when \^e resume, our work^ that 
should not prevent us from simultaneously leaving the door wide open for the free and 
open negotiations we all desireo Indeed^ as I saad iiiii^r, last statement ^ we wish 
our negotiations, here to be tnily fruitfuli and^ in brder that the^ may be so^ they ' 
must be open and free « 

20 o }^..IQ^^& (United States of America) s We have listened with interest to 
the comments that have been made | an.d X intervene once more singly to refer to what 
our Swedish colleagxie said in the part of his remarks expressjjag his concern that the 
recess might interfere with progress towards the joint subaoission of a draft ' treaty 
to this Committee for its consideration o 

21 o I think my earlier statement made it clear why we feel that this 3?ecess \v^ould 
contribute to that objective in that it would give us a better opportunity for 
energetic consultations towards the end which I believe we all desire « It is our 
considered judgement that that is the. case; and we still believe that in the end 
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(MPo Foster^ United States) 
the recess v/ill actually lead to better progress than would be obtained' if we were 
perhaps to be diverted to other discussions during the few weeks while many of us 
were required to be elsewhere* I simply wish to reassure those who have expressed 
some concern a^bout the possible interruption in this process that it is our intent to 
use this period actively in the interests of all of us. 

22o The CHAIRMJlNg Since no other representative wishes to speak on this 
particular subject^ I shall take it that we accept the recomtaendation of the co-- 
Chairmen that we recess until. 9 May« 
23. Does axij representative wish to speak on any other issue? 

2^* Mg-?.-^^SHSHIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translatlpn from 
Russian) t i^y delegation would like to mal<:e a few comments on the i^rork of the 
Committee in generals 

25. The past five weeks have been largely devoted to the problem of the non~ 
proliferation of nuclear weapons « This is quit? understandable « Exceedingly 
important interests of all the coiin^tries of the worlds and the interests of, security^ 
are linked with the solution of this problema VJhatever the attitude of any 
particular State ^ whether a niember of the' Eighteen ->Nation Committee or not^ to , 
individual aspects of the non--proliferation problem 3, there is not and there cannot 
be a single country or people whose interests would not be sensed by the solution of 
this problem y which is one of the most urgent problems of oiir tMe. A refusal to 
solve the non--proliferation problem^ or inability of the representatives of States 
to reach agreement on its solution ^ would be fraught v/ith the gravest consequences 
for all the countries of the wo;t*ld and for the whole of mankind c Sach a 
development of events would lead to a dangerous increase in the threat of nuclear 
war^ with very grave consequences which at present are hard to foresee. 
26 c At the meeting of the CommJ.ttee on 21 March the representative of Burma ^ 
U Maung Maung, speaking, about a non-proliferation treaty ^ very rightly declared that -« 
"..ethe halting and de-escalation of the armaments race would contribute 
substantially to the lowering and elimination of international tensions* 
This would benefit all nations ^ and the developing nations most of alio 
It world provide the necessary security and tranquDllty in the international 
atmosphere to enable them to build healthy and beneficial societies which ^ 
after all /constitute an important factor for the continued maintenance of 
peace in the world J^ (ENDC/F/.295. para. 56) • 
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( MgjL^ shcjhfe^^ USSR) 

27. At the-twenty-^first session of the General Assemb]„y and here in the CoiDmittee 
stress has been laid on the urgent and inescapable need to solve the problem of non«* 
proliferation. As Was rightly pointed out here by the representative of Mexico^ 
Mr« Garcia RobleS;, we must endeavour to prevent the details and particulars from 
blinding us to our fundamentals principal aim, the solution of the non--proliferation 
problem ™ or, as he put it, from losing sight of the wood for the trees (ibido , 
para, 10) Attempts to solve mexxy other questions within the framework of the non- 
proliferation pi^oblem will only protract our work, whereas we cannot defer the 
solution of the non-proliferation problem, 

28 o • Nevertheless, we are obliged to note that there are influential circles in the 
world which are having a very negative influence on, or rather axe hampering, solution 
of- the non'-proliferation problem^ Those circles are acting in various wayss either 
they openly object to the conclusion of a treaty on the non-proliferation of nuclear 
weapons, or they take roundabout ways and try to cause confusion and complications 
and to create all kinds of diffiexilties and obstacles in the way of a solution of the 
non-proliferation problem^ • • 

29 o Of ^ course we do not share the opinion expressed by the representative of the 
United Kingdom, Lox'd ChaLfont, who at the last meeting' of the Committee voiced 
dissatisfaction that this miatter had been given due attention in the Cosimittee and 
that those forces, circles and very influential persons in the Federal Republic of 
Germany that were manifestly obstructing amd preventing the solution of the non-r 
proliferation problem had been openly named:. (ibid-^ paraa« 27 et seqj These 
questions axe of too great importance to the peoples and vStates^ and therefore they 
cannot be passed over in s.il.encec It is therefore necessary to stress again and 
again that the difficulties in solvin-g the px^oblem of non«-proliferation stem oh the 
whole precisely from the Federal Republic of Gemany, where influential circles have 
been carrying on an active cajnpaign against the conclusion of a non-proliferation 
treaty In this connexion we should like to observe that the attempts of the 
representative of the United Kingdom, Lord Chal.font, to shield those who are 
preventing the achievement of an agreement on non-proliferation do not at all 
contribiite to our progress towards the solution of this problemo The position taken 
by certain circles in the Federal Republic of Germany and in some countries is 
precisely to hamper solution of the problem of the non-^proliferation of nuclear 
weapons* 
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(Mr.Roslichiiiy USSR) 

30 • The situation that has come about compels us to interrupt the meetings of the 
Eighteen-^nation Committee for a while. The Soviet delegation expresses the hope 
that this forced recess will be used to ensure the future completion of the work on 
the conclusion of a non-proliferation treaty without further delay. We should like 
to declare here once again that the Soviet Union is in favour of the earliest 
conclusion of a non-proliferation treaty that wou3„d reliably close all ways of access, 
direct or indirect^ to nucleax weapons. We stand for a treaty that v/ould serve as a 
step towards the implementation of other measures in the field of disarmament^ 
especially .in regard to the limitation of the nuclear arms race and the elimination of 
nuclear weapons* 

31* In earlier statements we have pointed out that the arguments put forward against 
the conclusion of a non--proliferation treaty on the ground that such a treaty would 
hinder the peacefia use of nuclear energy were devoid of any foundation. We stressed, 
and continue to stress that the conclusion of a non-proliferation treaty would in no 
way be an obstacle to the peaceful use of nuclear energjr. On the contrary^ the vast 
resources which would be saved by States as a result of refraining from the maniifactui-e 
of nuclear weapons wou3„d be assigned to the peaceful utilization of scientific 
discoveries in the field of nuclear energy <, to the expajision of peaceful branches of 
industry and peacefiiL economy^ and to the development of science ^ culture and education. 
32 o We therefore share the view expressed by the representative of. the United Arab 
Republic, Mr. Khallaf , when he said that --- 

"(b) A non-proliferation treaty must not, broadly speaking, 
constitute an obstacle to such development of nuclear energy for 
exclusively peaceful purposes as the non-nuclear countries would 
wish to carry out* 

"(c) The development of atomic energy for peaceful purposes 
must not in any way be an excuse or a device for creating loopholes 
for the prolifei^ation of xmclear weapons.^* ( Mg?/fV,^. 29.4^. .para. ^^ 31) . 
33. The Soviet Union is fiiTxly convinced of the need to conclude a non-proliferation 
treaty as soon as possible* The representatives of the Soviet Union are always 
prepared to go on making persistent efforts, both inside and outside the Committee, to 
solve the problem of the non-»proliferation of nuclear weapons « 
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34- Mr.i,JQKJM (United Kingdom) t I should just like to say that I am sorry 
that the representative of the Soviet Union has objected to part of Lord Chalfont's 
speech last Tuesday^ (ENDG/PV.295? paras. 27 et^sea*) and I wish vexy briefly to 
expand tv/o aspects of what Lord ChaJLfont said. 

35. The first is that., as raembers of this Coimiittee^, we have a coramon interest in 
reaching agreement on a non -proliferation treaty which^ to be effective , mast be 
signed by a niamber of other States not represented round this table. One State 
whose signature is clearly important is the Federal Republic of Gerinany; and it does 
not seem to this delegation that the best way to persuade the Federal Republic of 
Germany ™ or for that matter any other sovereign State — to accede to this 
international agreement would be to heap abuse on that State « 

36. The other aspect is this. There is a world of difference between a considered 
statement of policy "by a sovereign government and any nujnber of newspaper reports 
quoting individual politicians or public figures^ in or out of office « One is 
authoritative J the other is not; and it can be ndsleading to confuse the two* 

37'* ti£s^QSTEE (United States of America) s I too would like to add the strong 

disapproval of my delegation of the comraents made by the representative of the Soviet 

Union concex^ning the Federal Republic of Gerraanyo I think indeed it msj be true 

that the Soviet Union may have only itself to blame if repeated attacks cause the 

Federal Republic to have less interest in our negotiations o The Federal Republic haS;, 

after all.,, a3.ready renounced the acquisition of nuclear weapons* I believe it is 

therefore greatly interested in achieving a non-proliferation treaty which will be 

generally acceptable^ so that other governments will also renounce the acquisition 

of nuclear weapons o 

38. I would simply repeat that<, as the representative of the United Kingdom has just 

said, v/e are all aware that one does not help to achieve agreement by attacking those 

with whom one v/ishes to agree « 

The Conference decided to ,issue_. tM..XQllpwi,Q^^^ 

'^The Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Corflmittee on Disarmament held 

today its 296th plenary meeting in the Palais des Nations^ Geneva^ under the 

Chainaanship of HoE. Mbassador V, C, Trivedi^ representative of India, 

"Statements were made by the representatives of the United States of America, 
Sweden, Inclia, Brazil, Mexico, the United Arab Republic, the Union of Soviet 
vSocialist Republics and the United Kingdomo 

"The nex^: meeting of the Conference will be ^>eld on Tu.esday, 9 May 1967, 
at 3 p.mJ^ 

Th£^^^m&§-MS£«JI2L§£..--S^^ 



